The choice of the parameter Ϫ ϭ0 in Sec. II A of the paper corresponds to the constraint ⌬(x)ϭ0, i.e., at every point, the fermion densities with spin up and spin down must be the same. This leads to unpolarized states, and a Ϫ gauge field has no dynamical role. As a consequence of this strong constraint, the fluctuations cannot change the spin density. We employed the condition in a rather weak sense, i.e., only at the mean-field level ͗⌬͘ϭ0 and obtained the observed sequence of unpolarized states ͓see Eq. ͑2.8͒ of the paper͔. We subsequently evaluated spin density fluctuations as well. It, therefore, appears that the choice Ϫ ϭ0 is not very appropriate to unpolarized states. On the other hand, the choice Ϫ ϭϱ again leads to an unpolarized ground state having a sequence of states identical to the sequence of states that we obtained for Ϫ ϭ0. Here one imposes the weaker constraint ͗⌬͘ϭ0. Note that the sequence emerges as the natural limit of the partially polarized sequence ͓see Eq. ͑2.14͒ of the paper͔ when p ↑ ϭ p ↓ . Unlike the former case, the present choice does not give any strong constraint. Therefore Ϫ ϭϱ is the appropriate choice of all the observed fractional quantum Hall states irrespective of spin polarization in the lowest Landau level.
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It must be stressed that the latter choice of the parameter Ϫ does not alter any of the results for unpolarized states that we presented in the paper for the former case.
We are grateful to Professor B. I. Halperin for pointing this out to us. In Fig. 5 on page 7613, the experimental points for excitation powers less than 50% are incorrect. The correct points follow the solid curve. This means that the luminescence intensity is proportional to the orthoexcition density. We have not observed the coherency effect that may result in the increase of luminescence intensity. The correct data support our view, and show that two-photon resonant absorption at low temperatures provides a way for studying Bose-Einstein condensation of the orthoexciton in cuprous oxide. 
